Remarks 

The present Amendment is in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 
§1 . 116 (b) (1) . Applicants respectfully request entry of this 
amendment, and reconsideration and allowance of the captioned 
application. Claims 1-23, 34-43 and 65 were previously withdrawn 
from consideration due to a restriction requirement, and claims 
69-71 were previously cancelled without prejudice. In this 
Amendment, claims 1-48, 56 and 73 are canceled without prejudice, 
and no claims are amended. 

On 24 April 2006, applicants submitted an amendment and 
reply to the pending Office Action. An Advisory Action mailed 2 
May 2006 indicated that the 24 April 2006 amendment was not 
entered. 

The undersigned thanks the Examiner for her courtesy in 
telephone conversations on 11 and 15 May 2006. In the 11 May 
2006 conversation, the §112 rejections of claims 72 and 73 were 
discussed, and it was agreed that the claimed means were 
disclosed in the specification and that the specification could 
be amended to so identify those means. The specification has 
been amended accordingly. 

In the 15 May 2006 conversation, the Examiner stated that 
the potentially allowable claims that depend from claims 24 and 
28 would not be allowed after final in this application, but that 
claim 4 9 (which has been in independent form and not amended 
since October 2005) and its dependent claims would be allowed. 



1. The Office Action stated that claim 49 (and its 
dependent claims 50-55) would be allowable if claim 4 9 were 
written in independent form. Claim 49 has been in independent 
form and unamended since it was amended on 3 October 2 005 in 
reply to a similar objection in the 12 September 2005 office 
action. This was also pointed out in the 10 January 2006 reply 
to a similar objection in the 19 December 2005 office action. 
There are no prior art or §112 rejections that affect claims 49- 
55. 

2. In the pending Office Action, claims 57-64 and 66-68 
were allowed. Claim 65 was previously withdrawn due a 
restriction requirement. As it depends from an allowed generic 
claim, it is presented again. 37 C.F.R. §1. 141(a). 

3. In the pending Office Action, claim 72 was identified as 
allowed if §112 bases for rejection were resolved. The pending 
Office Action rejected claim 72 as not being enabled and as being 
indefinite. Claim 72 depends from allowed claim 57. 

As mentioned above and as discussed in the 11 May 2006 
telephone conversation with the Examiner, the specification is 
amended (adding paragraphs 53a and 54a) to identify means 
(orginally disclosed in the specification) claimed by claims 72 
and 73 . 

Claim 72 requires "means for mounting the stationary portion 
to the supporting structure in either of at least two 
orientations of the stationary portion with respect to the 
supporting structure." One of skill in the art understands that 
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if the stationary portion is mounted so that one end of the 
stationary portion is higher than another end of the stationary 
portion, that would be a different orientation with respect to 
the supporting structure than if the stationary portion were 
mounted the other way around. 

For example, paragraph 63 of the captioned application 
explains that a rotating portion is connected to a stationary 
portion in a way in which the automatic return can operate when 
the mounting element is "mounted in either of at least two 
orientations with respect to the supporting structure." That 
paragraph continues that the mounting element is reversible so 
that it can be used for automatic rotation to the left or for 
automatic rotation to the right. Similarly, paragraph 57 
explains that "two different possible orientations" of the 
stationary portion with respect to the supporting structure 
permit mounting for automatic return of the rotating portion to 
the left or for automatic return rotation to the right. 
Similarly, in connection with the embodiment illustrated in 
Figures 40-43, paragraph 104 explains that the mounting element 
is reversible and can be mounted so that the rotating portion 
will. rotate automatically to the left or so that it will rotate 
to the right. Paragraph 102 explains that only one of the 
sliding surfaces of the rotating portion can slide against only 
one of the stationary sliding surfaces, depending on which side 
of the mounting element is higher. 
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("Automatic return" as it is characterized in the title of 
the captioned application, is explained, for example, in 
paragraph 53. That paragraph explains that a rotating portion is 
rotatabiy connected to a stationary portion to form an automatic 
return rotation hinge. The rotating portion "can be rotated 
manually" and, after being released, "will then automatically 
rotate back to its initial stable orientation with respect to the 
stationary portion.") 

Different means for mounting the stationary portion to the 
supporting structure in either of at least two orientations with 
respect to the supporting structure are described in paragraphs 
55-62 and 98-104, for example, including for example spring arms 
and mounting extensions as described in the captioned 
application. See new paragraph 54a. 

Taken as a whole, the disclosure of the captioned 
application fairly apprises one of skill in the art what is meant 
by "mounting the stationary portion to the supporting structure 
in either of at least two orientations of the stationary portion 
with respect to the supporting structure," and discloses several 
means for doing so. Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejections of claim 72 be withdrawn. 

4. Claims 50-55 depend directly or indirectly from 
independent claim 49, that the pending Office Action identified 
as allowable. 

Claims 58-68 and 72 depend directly or indirectly from 
allowed claim 57. 



20 



Therefore, subject to resolution of the §112 rejections of 
claim 72 that were discussed in the above-mentioned telephone 
conversation with the Examiner, it is respectfully submitted that 
all of the claims remaining in the captioned application (49-55, 
57-68 and 72) have been allowed by the pending Office Action. 

Applicants submit that the application is in condition for 
allowance, and request entry of the amendment, reconsideration 
and allowance. Should the Examiner be of the opinion that a 
telephone conference would expedite prosecution of the 
application, applicants request the Examiner to call the 
undersigned at the below-listed telephone number. 



Respectfully submitted, 



15 May 2006 




WELSH & KATZ, LTD. 

120 South Riverside Plaza 

22nd Floor 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 
(312) 655-1500 



L. Friedman 
Reg. No. 37,135 
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